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function HSat(HK, ¢) : set of State;

begin
if =true > return X
[Jo=false O» returnO
[[eOAP O return {s:X| "X .@OL(s") I sy *(s") }
[lo=-¢ O- return {s:X|y(s) n HSat(¢) # O}
[le=¢ Op O~ return (HSat(dp) n HSat(y))
[Jo=EX¢ &> return {t:Z| I .(s, s')TRO(s')

n HSat(¢) # 0.0ty *(s)}

[Jo=EG¢ - return HSatec(Sn, ¢)
[lo=E[¢Uyp] O+ return HSateu(Sn, ¢, P)
fi

end

Model Checking problem: I*({inx}) n HSat(¢q) # O.
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function HSatec(Swm: set of State, ¢: Formula) : set of State;
begin var Q, Q', Sub, V, Z, Z': set of State;
Q, Q' :=Swm n HSat(¢), Sm;
doQ#Q' -
Q:=Q;
Q:=(Qn{s|H'0Q.(s,s")OR}) O Sy
od;
foreach s O (Sm/Q)
ifys)z0 O-
Sub := HSatec(Y(s), $);
Z,V:=0,0;
if Sub n I*({s}) 20 O
Z,7'={s}, 0;
doZ#27' 0
Z7'=7
V=V O ({t| DZ.(t t')OR}/[¢]);
Z:=70 ({t| @DZ.(t t')OR} n[$])
od;
Z:=(Z/{shOV
fi;
Q:=Q0Z0OSub
fi;
return {s:2 | 5'0Q.sO(y'(s') n HSat(¢))}
end
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function HSateu(Swm: set of State, ¢, P: Formula) : set of State;
begin var Q, Q', Sub, V, Z, Z': set of State;
Q, Q' :=Sm n HSat(y), O;
doQz#Q [
Q=Q
Q= QU(fs| H'TQ.(s,
od;
foreach s 0 (Sm/Q)
ifys)z0 O
Sub := HSateu(Y(s), 9, U);
Z,V:=0,0
if Sub n I*({s}) # 0 O~
Z,7':={s}, 0,
doZ#7Z' [
Z7':=7;
V:=v0O{t|XOZ.t t)OR}/[$]);
2= 20 (1 XOZ (5 )R 0 41/
od,;
Z=(Z/{shOV
fi;
Q:=Q0Z0Sub
fi;
return {s:X | (5'0Q.sO(Y'(s") n (HSat(¢) O HSat(y)))}
end
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1. HSatec(Sn, ¢)
Qg
2 HSatsc(y(2), ¢)
Q:

0
3. HSat e(y(4), ¢)
Q= Woe

4. HSatDEG O) &)
Q={11,12}
Sub={11,12}, I({5})={1

V={6,7), Z={4,6,7),
, Q={4,67,1112)
', Sub={811,1216),
15 W T(2)-14,8)
! V=, Z={1),
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return {1,8,11,12,16}
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. & o) Q=D¢ o
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. Q-(67)
Sub={6,7},
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return {2,4,6,7}
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